I FEEL very much like Ulysses when he was steering between Scylla and Charybdis, for on the one hand there is the nonmedical advocate of eugenics who may resent my emphasis upon the medical practitioner as the pivotal point in the eugenic programme, and on the other there is the medical practitioner who may object to my suggestion that he needs more education upon the subject of heredity as applied to medicine. My course, though difficult, is nevertheless clear.
I shall first stress the unique position which the medical practitioner holds with respect to eugenics, and then show that his present-day training has not fitted him for the duties involved.
We repeatedly hear of the two eugenical doctrines (i) the positive, which encourages the physically and mentally fit to reproduce in greater numbers; and (2) the negative, which strives to discourage or to interdict the reproduction of the unfit In the promulgation of both of these doctrines the physician is most essential. Even in the campaign of educating the public in the need of eugenical reform the service of the medical practitioner is vital, for if he be indifferent or antagonistic, due to ignorance, he can circumvent in large measure, or utterly defeat, the aims of the eugenicists. Thus, in their three main lines of endeavour, eugenic organisations will find the wholehearted co-operation of the intelligent and educated medical practitioner to be indispensable to their success. Let us first consider briefly the positive doctrine of eugenics and its relation to the medical profession. If the physically and mentally well-endowed are to be encouraged to reproduce, who except the medical profession will pass judgment upon the physical qualifications or the mental stability of the individual who is thus to be singled out for encouragement ? Upon the decision of the medical practitioner rests the final pronouncement as to who is normal and who is not.
But it is not fitting to discuss this aspect of the question first. A 
